2537 Regent St., Apt. 202 
Berkeley, Calif. 94704 
October 21, 196? 


Harold Weisberg 
Route 7 

Frederick, Maryland 21701 
Dear Harold, 

Thanks for your letters of 10/ 1 0 and 1 0/ 1 5« I am looking forward to seeing 
you in a few weeks. 

Dr. Alvarez just gave a talk to the physics department here, and I think I 
now understand his analysis and could redo it in detail if desired. Dr. %ckoff 
has finally gotten around to replying to my letters. He indicated that he is 
satisfied with the overall picture CBS presented, although he saessfe admits that 
perhaps some of the stated conclusions could not be reached on the basis of gg just 
the evidence presented. He did answer several of my specific questions in detail. 

It appears that the test of the camera(s) for speed was different from what it 
seemed. That is, CBS's tests were better than indicated, but still largely irrelevant. 

The CIA replied to my request for access (under the Freedom of Information Act) 
to CD's 631 and I287. This potentially interesting correspondence is still in 
progress; I will keep you advised of the results. 

General comments on the CBS thing: in light of the general quality of the show, 
criticizing them for not crediting you properly sa might seem, to the general public, 
like criticizing a speech by LBJ on Vietnam because of his accent. I have no idea 
what the plagiarism laws have to say about crediting people who uncover public documents; 
I would give credit as a matter of courtesy, as would most writers, I think. Perhaps 
one need not give credit for interpretations if it can be argued that they are more or 
less obvious, or were independently arrived at. Often, one quotes someone else to 
avoid taking full resposibility for an idea one is not fully sure of. Most people 
would consider what CBS did in improperly using your ideas much less reprehensible 
than their general disregard for the intelligence of their audience. I am 
aware, however, that it is a very serious problem for you, financially and otherwise, 
because of the apparently widespread suppression of your work. 

In this connection, let me add a few words to the record concerning the Sibert* 
O'Neill report. As I recall it, we discussed this matter and agreed that it was 
probably in one of the first FBI CD's, a conclusion which we had arrived at independently 
I do not think you told me exactly where it was, since I did not know that when I asked 
fir. Simmons to look for it for me. I definitely do azfe not recall your asking me not 
to use the Sibert&O ' Neill report (although you may have asked me not to ^ use your 
observations concerning CD 371 •) After Mr. Simmons sent me a copy, I sent one to Vince, 
who, I believe, distributed it further. I have never sought credit for "discovering 1 ' 
this report; I have felt that Mr. Simmons "discovered" it, if anyone did. I feel 
sure that neither Popkin or Epstein intentionally failed to give proper credits. 

Hal Verb and others have found quite a bit of information eS-on a Mr. Lauchli, 
perhaps associated with the Lacombe training enp- camp. I expect that he has already 
passed this material on to you. 

Incidentally, did you notice the caricature by Sorel in the November Esquire , 
showing LBJ burning some books - including Whitewash ! (Page 124) 
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As requested, 1 am enclosing Bahmer's letter of 9/28 to me, and also an 
additional page of notes concerning DeBrueys. I can send you a copy of the 
non-trivial parts of the DeBrueys report on the N.O. FPCC, if you wish* 

For your convenience? I am enclosing a partial transcript of the "Oswald 
Speaks" record, which I hope you have by now. The comments of Dodd and Boggs 
are interesting. As indicated on the enclosed notes, Butler's testimony of 
November 24, 1963 has not been released by SISS. 

Hal has given me some of the details of "Oswald in New Orleans." It sounds 
like a remarkable book. I am looking forward to reading it, and to getting a copy 
of the related documents. 


Sincerely, 

■/L/ 


Paul Hoch 



